
July 20. 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone indusuy would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason. we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators' of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone senice provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health. education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone pro..,iders.

• Technology for BPP would reponedly cost upwards of 51.5 billion. an expense that ,vould
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer ha\'e the
revenue to pro..,ide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
pri..,ileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
me:ms no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. wimesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we belie\'e mal THE COSTS OF SILLED PARTY
PREFERE).iCE FOR ~1.tf...\TE CALLS FAR OL"T\VEIGH THE SE~"EFITS. [fSPP does become
regulation. we urge~o make inmme CJlls exempr. Thank you for your ,;ollside:Juon af my "iews.

Since,.!, &;;K~,,<.~
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August 1, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chainnan
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

,
Rc: CC Docket No. 92.77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman Hundt:

fAtJG 9 1994

We are opposed to the applicarion of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmare facilities.

We have~a1 the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we haw a
conrractualreJalionship. We cannot allow inxnates to have open aceCSi ro the telecommunications network and the
freedom to \R my camel'they please. BPP wiD take away our right to coordinate inmate caDs through a camer we
know and 1lUSl Instead, inmate caDs will be routed to a number ofdifferent carriers, none ofwhom will have any'
obligation to w, and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have aho found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically designed for ilunate caDs.
This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity over rhe telephone network. Given
the cons1ant budeetary constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to prcMdc this equipment without the help
ofinmate phone service providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream thalfioances our inmate phones.
IfBPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morlle of our inmates will. be devastated. The
resulting increase in tension wiD. make it more difticult for our sraffto BWl.ge inmates.

FuxthelmOre, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for caDs. We fuDy appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for pIotectinl inmate families from abusive rates. We do not
agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack ofresponsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate coilinis
ttu:ouah their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and administrative mea.sw-es rhat we bBve
found to be necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone availability. which in tum decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you ro not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a pUblic responsibility to make.

RespectfuDy submitted,

~ ~\S,~. A. 0:" A. ' j.M~
~amelTide

Bent: Co\JD.ty Correct.ional Faei.licy
Name of Correctional Facility

11560 County Rd. FF.75, Las Animas, CO 81054

Address

~o. of Copies roo'd I
lIst ABCDE ----



July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92,.77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEnt

fAfJG 9 1994

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason. we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

"
Over the past ten years, administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. r-Ve use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health. education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami(v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of$1.5 billion. an expense that 'would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not ha\'e the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs ever;.:one!

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR Im,tATE CALLS F.J.\.R OlJTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

No. 01 Coo;es ''d' /)
l;st~8CO~ ~~



August 1, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chainnan
Federal COImmmications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 2055-1-

Re: CC Docket ~o. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

fAlJG 9 1994

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. \Ve cannot allow imnates to have open access to the telecommunications network and the
freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate imnate calls through a carrier we
know and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers, none of whom will have any
obligation to us. and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically designed for inmate calls.
This equipment helps prevent fraud. abusive calls, and other criminal activity over the telephone network. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to pro,ide this equipment without the help
ofinmate phone senice pro,iders. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones.
lfBPP is applied to inmate facilities, there ""ill be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone senice prm.iders to assist us. vVithout inmate phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The
resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not
agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of re:;ponsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings
through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and administrative measures that we have
found to be necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully sublt}itted.

NameiT~ Jr~~M#
NameOf!~F~~ £~od ~;j
3/~ kd~

No. of Qopies rp"'''' n.List ABCDE ""u_. _
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August 1, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. HlUldt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

r· "I'
lJ-

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman HlUldt:

We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have fOlUld it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the telecommunications network and the
freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we
know and tru'>t. Instead, inmate calls ~ill be routed to a number of different carriers, none of whom will have any
obligation to us, and fe~ that \viii be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically designed for inmate calls.
This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity over the telephone network Giwn
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, \ve cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
ofimnate phone service prO\iders. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that fmances our inmate phones
IfBPP i<; applied to inmate facilities, there ",ill be no \\ay for us to fmance these phones. nor \"ill there be inmate
phone senice pro\.iders to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated The
resulting increase in tension \\ill make it more ,iifficult for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore. we are sensitiw to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not
agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings
through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable

In short BPP would take away our ability ~o employ important security and administrative measures that we have
found to be necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in tum decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere ""ith our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly \\.;thin our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

No. of Copies rec·d'-JQ.........·'--
UstABCDE

Respectfully submitted,

S"::>Dll1U1D2\-/W~ro
Name/Title '

C)1Q~QCQ2.~9~
Name of Correctional Facility

\bH 5 Bon.Q,en. Roo62,~) 1>0..
Address ~D~

The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness

cc:



July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enjorcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of$1.5 billion, an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons, and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Si:R~ ~~.~tl
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